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The Coordinating

Committee (CC) for the SF Bay Area IRWMP offers the

following comments on the Draft Guidelines and Scoring Criteria for Round
2 of the Prop 50, Ch 8 Integrated Regional Water Management (IRWM)

Grant Program.




1. The Bay Area CC supports the simplified application process : .
proposed by the DWR and State Water Board where information about

the Plan would be submitted at Step 1 of the process and project

information would be submitted at Step 2 of the process. This seems

more straightforward than submitting information on the Plan and

projects at both steps of the process as was done previously.

2. The Bay Area CC supports the DWR and State Water Board
proposal to add a Program Preference for proposals that address
environmental justice concerns. However, the method to carry out this
additional Program Preference deserves more consideration. The Bay
Area CC requests that the DWR and State Water Board consider
amending the Scoring Criteria for Step 2 as specified below to encourage
inclusion of projects benefiting DAC and or EJ communities and
eliminate the possibility that such projects could lower the overall score

- of a proposal provided such projects are a relatively smali portion of the
proposal. Also, the DWR and State Water Board should consult with
other state agencies that have addre$sed environmental justice concerns
in grant guidelines and evaluation criteria, including the Department of
“Health Services, prior to finalizing guidelines and grant evaluation criteria.

The specific suggestion is to add the following paragraph to Section V.F.
Review Process (pg. 10) and Section C.6 (pg. 33) of the Draft Guidelines
and PSP: | | o

Disadvantaged Communities — Environmental Justice

“If one or more projects included in a Step 2 proposal are designed to
specifically benefit a disadvantaged community or address
environmental justice concerns, the technical review process will
consider whether the inclusion of this/these project(s) affects the
overall score in a beneficial, neutral or adverse manner. If the
inclusion of such project(s) adversely affects the proposal score the
technical reviewers may re-score the proposal without such project(s),
provided that the overall goals and objectives of the proposal can still
be advanced.”

Rationale




